4/23/69 


Sear ° ohn, 


?,Ish I f d known you were going to call 1 st night for t. ere ore 
questions I wish I f d asked. 

^■ere are the ^ell :spers wo discussed. Also a copy of my letter to 
the tiies cn Hpstein. I should hev~ thought to cake copies for you end ?ov but 
didn’t. If you or ho or both want to keep a copy, would youx please make them 
and re e turn xy copy to me? 

?:hen I was in ^ew York c month age we spoke of your asking your 
friend at the agency if there seemed to be a likelihood something like LIjjE 
coulm go for absolutely irrefutable proof, photographic, that Oswald was 
fiamed. That proof is now more absc Lute end more irrefutable because of the 
brilliant work of a friend in Canada. ’.Vhet have narrowly in mind, other 
than same of the things - mentioned to you, hus to do with the rifle. ?*e ere 
working on the evidence end on getting the right pictures of professional 
quality, but the esse is established febyoni doubt, has never been published 
anywhere, and Uel been authenticated by experts in some aspects. 

Also, I have it on the. test authority ti:at LOOT! is working on 
something not as definitive, of e different nature. However, x have every 
reasor to believe the LOOK piece will be ?n excellent, thorough, authoritative 
work, an impertent thitg. 1 know the men who i? dolor it and have worked with 
him* He was the first to see some of nv then -unpublished w~rk. 

I ao t.c t too.; enough to predict that if it hsa nothing UK *ill be 
hurt or embarrassed, but 1 think under circumstt-nca i- - were tue unitor 
of UK I'd feel badly scooped in u field where - had spent a fortune ana 
ccme up with no evidence not airway toown. 

Vhen you cen, would you try this for size? 

Thanks, 


